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1. Introduction 

The impetus for Sabuhr's large-scale Roman cam- 
paigns in the second half of the fourth century 
c.e. undoubtedly lies in the inherent inequity of 
the peace treaty of Nisibis in 298 c.e., concluded 
between the Sasanian king Narseh and Diocle- 
tian's Caesar in the East, Galerius. Narseh was 
under duress, for the fate of the entire imperial 
train (his wife and children), which had fallen 
into Roman hands during the battle of Satala in 
Armenia, hung in the balance. He was thus forced 
to accept the disadvantageous terms of the treaty, 
which were not intended to generate lasting peace 
with Persia but instead prepared the ground for 
future hostilities. 1 

Accordingly, Sabuhr II's aim, once his rule had 
been consolidated, was to reclaim the territo- 
ries stripped from his grandfather Narseh in the 
wake of the treaty of Nisibis that had resulted 
in Armenia becoming a Roman vassal state and 
Mesopotamia being lost to the Sasanians — the 
Transtigritane territories were yielded to Rome 
in Upper Mesopotamia and the Tigris was estab- 
lished as the frontier between the two states in 
Lower Mesopotamia. 2 

The aim of this essay is not to provide a chron- 
icle of Sabuhr II's Roman Wars, but rather to 
discuss the political rationale behind them. 3 In 
particular, Sabuhr II's alleged claim to former 
Achaemenid territories under Constantius II's 
reign will be investigated, by taking into account 
the intent of comparable demands made by Sa- 
buhr II's predecessors, Ardaxslr I and Sabuhr I, 
almost a century before. Following a brief survey 
of Sabuhr II's early career, the status quaestionis 
of Achaemenid reminiscences in early Sasanian 
Iran will be presented by focusing on Iranian epi- 
graphic material. 



2. On Sabuhr II's Genealogy 
and Early Career 

Sabuhr is the throne name of Ohrmazd II's son 
and successor, 4 whom Tabarl 5 and other Muslim 
writers such as Ta c alibl 6 and Mas c udl 7 call Pu } l- 
aktaf "the man with the shoulders," a title that 
either referred to the burden of state affairs Sa- 
buhr took upon himself during his reign, 8 or, in 
conformity with the title of huba-somba "who 
pierces shoulders" conferred upon him by Persian 
writers such as Hamza, 9 pertained to Sabuhr's en- 
ergetic and harsh rebuke of Arab tribes, 10 or to 
his alleged harsh treatment of Arab captives. 11 



2.1. Genealogy and Early Career 

In Sabuhr's inscription at Taq-e Bustan (STBn, 11. 
5-1 1 ), the king calls himself son of Ohrmazd (II), 
and grandson of King Narseh [nab bay Narseh 
sahan sah). Sabuhr seems to have been the young- 
est son of King Ohrmazd II, who, judging from 
the accounts of classical authors, is reported to 
have had at least three, possibly four, other sons. 
In spite of some discrepancies in the classical 
sources, they seem to indicate that the oldest of 
Ohrmazd II's sons, Adur-Narseh [Adarnases], 
who succeeded his father, was dethroned shortly 
upon his accession; the second in line, Ohrmazd 
[Hormisdas), was put in chains, although he was 
subsequently able to escape and take refuge in 
Rome; and the third was reportedly rendered in- 
capable of ruling for having been blinded. 

Zosimus knows only of two sons of Ohr- 
mazd II, namely, Hormisdas and possibly Sa- 
buhr II, 12 whereas John of Antioch ascribes four 
sons to King Ohrmazd II, whom he erroneously 
confuses with Narseh. 13 Depending on how the 
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name SdraDpoi; is read in John of Antioch's ac- 
count, that is, as Edraopov, or Xdraopog, it was 
either Adur-Narseh, who upon his succession, 
blinded his brother Sabuhr (Xdraopov) — namesake 
but not identical with Sabuhr II — and imprisoned 
Hormisdas, or it was Sabuhr II himself (Xdraopoi;) 
and those supporting his cause, who, upon the 
elimination of Adur-Narseh, blinded his un- 
named brother and put Hormisdas into chains. 14 
This latter version is also embraced by Zonaras, 15 
who, like John of Antioch, reports that there were 
three brothers of Sabuhr II: Adamases, Hormis- 
das, and an unidentified third. 16 

The combined evidence of the classical and 
epigraphic sources offers the following picture: 
upon Ohrmazd II 's death, his oldest son Adur- 
Narseh succeeded him to the throne but was 
removed and eventually blinded to prevent any 
future claims to the throne. The reported blind- 
ing, therefore, must relate to Adur-Narseh, rather 
than to a third, unidentified, son. 17 Were we to 
give preference to the reading Edraopov, instead of 
I,ana>poc„ in the account of John of Antioch, then 
Ohrmazd II's other son called Sabuhr, mistakenly 
reported to have been blinded, could be equated 
with Sabuhr Sagan sah, whom we know from 
two inscriptions at Persepolis (SPs. I— II) dated to 
the second and eighteenth regal years of Sa- 
buhr II. 18 Sabuhr Sagan sah, who, by the second 
year of his (infant) brother's reign ruled over the 
provinces of India, Sagestan, and Turan up to the 
coast of the sea [Hind Sagestan ud Turestan ta 
draya damb), seems to have occupied an impor- 
tant position at the court of his brother Sabuhr II, 
which he is unlikely to have held had he been 
previously blinded at the behest of Adur-Narseh. 
Thus, Sabuhr Sagan sah, evidently remaining 
loyal to the cause of the infant king Sabuhr II, 
seems to have been richly rewarded for his alle- 
giance, as evidenced by the rulership over the 
important eastern provinces of Sagestan and Tur- 
estan bestowed upon him. It is en route to his 
new post, coming from his brother's court, that 
Sabuhr, king of Sagestan, ordered his inscription 
to be composed. 19 

As regards Hormisdas, from the outset he must 
have fostered royal aspirations, which were the 
cause of his imprisonment by Sabuhr's supporters. 

The future king Ardaxslr, successor to Sa- 
buhr II, could have been the fourth son of Ohr- 
mazd II. 20 According to Syriac sources, Ardaxslr 
occupied the throne of Adiabene [Hedyab] during 



the reign of his brother, 21 which is a further indi- 
cation that, aside from Hormisdas, Sabuhr II's 
(other) older brothers remained loyal to him and 
prospered. 



2.2. Sabuhr's Arab Campaigns 

The earliest accounts of Sabuhr II's career are in 
connection with the king's punitive campaigns 
in the first quarter of the fourth century c.e. 
against Arab tribes that were reported to have 
crossed from the region in which the Abd-al- 
Qays were settled, that is, from Bahrain, Kazi- 
ma, and Hajar, over to Persis. 22 These campaigns 
raided and pillaged the region of Ardaxslr -Xwar- 
rah, as well as cities such as Rew-Ardaxsir. 23 

Upon reaching maturity, Sabuhr is reported to 
have reacted by carrying the war over to the Arab 
Peninsula, where he ravaged the tribes responsi- 
ble for the incursions. What is more, he pacified 
the Arab tribes settled in territories adjacent to 
the Roman limes and subjected them to the 
authority of the king of kings. 24 

A victim of the Persian raids in the Peninsula 
may have been the Lahmid king Imru' al-Qays, 
initially a Persian vassal king of Hlra, whose 
father, the Lahmid king ( Amr al-Qays, is men- 
tioned in the inscription of Paikuli as Amru 
Lahmayen sah in the penultimate list of digni- 
taries who abided by Narseh's advice and counsel 
[pad ama pand ud payes). 25 Imru' al-Qays seems 
to have switched his allegiance to Rome, pos- 
sibly following Sabuhr II's carnage amidst Arab 
tribes, since he is again reported in an Arabic 
funerary inscription dated to 328 c.e. that was 
found at Namara, wherein he depicts himself as 
mri } i 1-qaysi bar ( amrin maliki l- ( arabi "(of) 
Imru' al-Qays, son of c Amr, king of the Arabs" in 
the service of the Romans. 26 

It is possible that Sabuhr's extensive foray into 
the Arab Peninsula and Syria not only served the 
purpose of preparing the grounds for the looming 
confrontation with Rome by pacifying the king's 
southeastern flank but also procured the means 
for the anticipated Roman campaigns, despite 
the assertions of Muslim writers that Sabuhr 
ordered no loot [ganima] to be taken. 27 The ab- 
sence of any reactions to Sabuhr's Arab campaign 
has been traditionally seen as a deliberate gesture 
by the Romans to compensate the Persian power, 
at the expense of Arab tribes, for the major losses 
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suffered consequent upon the treaty of Nisibis in 

008 r* t: 28 



298 c.e. 



2.3. Prelude and Causes of Sabuhr IFs 
Roman Wars 

Before carrying out a formal breach with the 
treaty of Nisibis, Sabuhr II appears to have sent 
a delegation to Constantine to offer his congrat- 
ulations to the latter's accession as sole ruler in 
324 c.e. It remains doubtful whether the flight of 
Prince Hormisdas to Rome at an undetermined 
time, between 313 and 324 c.e., could have 
prompted Sabuhr IFs sending off a delegation to 
reiterate the status quo, in return for assurances 
by Constantine not to interfere in Persian affairs 
by using Prince Hormisdas as a potential rival 
king to Sabuhr II. 29 

In the year 336 c.e., Sabuhr II, upon being re- 
fused peaceful negotiations regarding the terms 
of the Nisibis treaty by Constantine, declared 
war on Rome by invading Armenia, launching 
forays into Mesopotamia, and besieging the city 
of Nisibis. 30 The task of warding off the Persian 
aggression fell to Constantine's son and succes- 
sor in the East, Constantius II, as Constantine 
died in the midst of a planned Persian campaign. 

During the reign of Constantius II, which 
lasted until the year 361 c.e., no decisive advan- 
tage was gained by either side, despite consid- 
erable losses. 31 It was only with the advent of 
Julian the Apostate in 361 c.e. and his ill-fated 
campaign against the Sasanian empire, in which, 
in spite of initial successes, Julian fell, that 
Sabuhr II could force the newly elected Roman 
emperor Jovian to accept the long-sought terri- 
torial reparations. Jovian, eager to return his le- 
gions home, consented to the king's pressing 
demands. 32 



3. Classical Sources and 
Sasanian Epigraphy 

No doubt should remain as to the motivation 
of Sabuhr IFs Roman wars, namely, as an unre- 
mitting endeavor to regain control over terri- 
tories lost by his forebear Narseh. However, a 
notice by Ammianus Marcellinus, 33 reporting 
among others on the content of a letter allegedly 
sent by Sabuhr II to Constantine's successor in 



the East, Constantius II, has given some credence 
to the notion of Achaemenid reminiscences un- 
der the early Sasanians. In the letter, the Sasa- 
nian emperor demanded the return of territories 
formerly belonging to the Achaemenids, hence 
of an extent surpassing the losses suffered by 
Narseh. 34 

Ammianus' relation seems to echo the accounts 
written by Cassius Dio 35 and Herodian 36 over a 
century before, who, describing the political mo- 
tivations of Ardaxslr's equally belligerent pos- 
ture towards Rome, would cite the desire to 
recover former Achaemenid lands as the cause of 
Sasanian incursions into Mesopotamia and Syria. 
Thus, in order to investigate Ammianus' report 
on Sabuhr IFs rationale behind his Roman wars, 
one ought simultaneously to take into account 
the relations of Dio and Herodian on the causes 
of Sasanian forays into Roman Mesopotamia and 
Syria in the third century c.e. This has been done 
a number of times in the recent past; indeed, the 
issue of Achaemenid reception in the early Sasa- 
nian empire constitutes one of the most dis- 
cussed topics in ancient Iranian history, 37 and 
once more the main arguments will be surveyed 
briefly before an alternate solution is proposed. 

Until recently, scholarship was evenly divided 
between two camps: those who regarded the evi- 
dence of our classical sources as an inteipietatio 
romana, 38 which, in face of Persian incursions 
into Roman territories, had afforded the Sasani- 
ans with a historical past to account for their 
aggressive behavior; 39 and those who believed in 
Achaemenid reminiscences under early Sasani- 
ans, 40 mainly because a passage of Sabuhr Fs res 
gestae at the Ka ( be-ye Zardost seemed to entail 
a tacit reference to the Achaemenid precursors. 

More recently, however, the pendulum seems 
to have shifted towards a third tendency, 41 which 
ascribes a certain degree of historical awareness 
to the Sasanians, but one that is rooted in the 
Iranian mythical and epic tradition, rather than 
in the concrete historical possession of things 
past. 42 As a result, former opponents now seem 
to agree that Sasanians more probably alluded to 
their epic Kayanid forebears, rather than to their 
Achaemenid ancestors, when they referred to 
their predecessors. 43 

But before continuing the discussion of the 
scholarship, the accounts of the primary sources 
will be presented and examined following a brief 
description of their content and historical value. 
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Cassius Dio, in the last book of his Roman His- 
tory, 44 reported in the epitome of Xiphilinos, 
gives his views on the eastern danger threatening 
the Roman empire while alluding to Ardaxslr I's 
forays into Mesopotamia and Syria. The reason 
for the Sasanian king's aggressiveness is described 
as the desire to conquer all which was held by the 
ancient Persians (oi 7id?axi Ilspaai), whom Ardax- 
slr regarded as his forebears (oi Tipoyovoi). 

Herodian, in two passages of his History, 45 
knows of elaborate Sasanian claims to Roman 
territories, which in the past had belonged to 
their Achaemenid ancestors, whom they knew 
by name: be it Cyrus, or be it "Darius (III) the last 
king of the Persians" (AapsToi; 6 xsA,soxaToc; Ilspawv 
fiaaikevc,). Unlike Dio's account of Ardaxslr's 
campaigns, which may have drawn upon official 
reports, 46 and Dio's own observations, 47 Hero- 
dian's account, composed with the knowledge of 
Sabuhr I's repeated offensives, 48 was neither an 
independent narrative of Ardaxslr's campaigns 
nor a substantial expansion of Dio's account, 
upon which it drew for its core tenets, as now 
once more conclusively established by Martin 
Zimmermann. 49 And, whenever Herodian, at 
least in the description of Alexander Severus' 
defensive campaign against the Sasanians, was 
deprived of Dio's Vorlage, he seems to have had 
recourse to little reliable oral traditions circulat- 
ing within the empire. 50 

Ammianus Marcellinus is yet another classical 
author who reported on Achaemenid reminis- 
cences in the early empire. 51 He describes the 
causes of King Sabuhr IPs Persian offensives, al- 
most a century after Sabuhr I's Roman wars, in 
the context of a letter allegedly sent by the Per- 
sian king to Constantius II. Although Ammianus 
Marcellinus' sources for this episode are not well 
known, 52 the extent of Sabuhr IPs territorial 
claim [usque Strymona flumen et Macedonicos 
fines), which differs from the accounts of Cassius 
Dio and Herodian, has been regarded as indica- 
ting an independent source. 53 

However, a comparative look at the reports of 
Cassius Dio, Herodian, and Ammianus on the 
impulses behind the belligerent behavior of 
Ardaxslr I and Sabuhr II discloses such strong 
similarities in structure and phraseology that to 
account for them one has either to assume that 
at worst Herodian and Ammianus drew upon 
Dio's report; or at best Dio and Ammianus shared 
literary topoi responsible for the striking paral- 



lels in their narratives. 54 Ammianus' letter will 
be explored in some detail below, but first the 
bare reports: 

Cassius Dio 80.3.4 

omoc, ouv cpoPspdc; f||iTv sysvsxo axpaxsunaxi is nokXa 
ou (lovov xfj MsaoTroxajiia aKka Kai xfj Supia scps- 
5peuaa5 Kai dmsiA,o)v dvaKxf|OEa6ai Tidvxa <hq Kai 
TipoafjKovxd oi sk Tipoyovcov ooa tioxe oi nakai Ilspaai 
H£Xpi xfjq 'EXkr\viKf[C, QaXdaar\c, sa%ov. 
"Consequently, he [Artaxerxes] generated a cause 
of fear for us, for he was encamped with a large 
army waiting to attack not only Mesopotamia, 
but also Syria, menacing to recover all that the 
ancient Persians had once held as far as the Greek 
Sea, on the grounds that all this belonged to him 
by the virtue of his ancestors. " 

Herodian 6.2.1-2 

Msaojioxajiiav xs Kaxaxps%si Kai Eupoic; arises! ndadv 
xs xf|v avxiKsuisvr|v fJTtsipov Eupcojir) Kai 8iaipov)(isvr|v 
Aiyaicp xs Kai xra nopQyia xfjq IIpo7iovxi5o<; Aaiav xs 
Tidoav KaA,ou|isvr|v TipoyoviKov Kxfpa fiyoujisvoi; xf| 
ilspawv dp^fi dvaKxf|oao0ai Pou^sxai cpdaKcov anb 
Kupou xoo Tipwxou xf|v dpyf|v sk Mf|8(»v sc; ITspaac; 
|isxaaxf|aavxoc; jisypi Aapsiou xoo xs^soxaiou IIs- 
pawv Pamlicoc; ov) xf|v dpxr|v A^s^avSpo^ 6 MaKs8cbv 
KaBsi^s Tidvxa (isypn; 'Icoviai; Kai Kapidi; utco oaxpd- 
Ttau; rispoiKoIi; 8i(»Kf|a0ai' 7ipoaf|Ksiv ouv auxw Ils- 
poai^ dvavscoaaaBai Ttaoav 6A,oKA,r|pov fj npoxspov 
sa%ov dp)[r|v. 

"He ravaged Mesopotamia and threatened Syria. 
He intended to recover for Persia the entire land 
facing Europe, separated by the Aegean Sea and 
the Propontis [Sea of Marmara], all of which is 
called Asia [Minor], and which he believed to be 
his ancestral possession, affirming that from the 
time of Cyrus, who was the first to transfer the 
rule from the Medes to the Persians, up to 
Dareios [III], the last of the Persian kings , whose 
dominion Alexander, the Macedonian, had de- 
stroyed, the whole land, as far as Ionia and Caria, 
had been administered by Persian satraps. It was 
proper that he renew this empire wholly and en- 
tirely for the Persians, as they had once held it." 

Ammianus Marcellinus 17.5.5-6 
ad usque Strymona flumen et Macedonicos fines 
tenuisse maiores imperium meos, antiquitates 
quoque vestrae testantur-, haec me convenit fla- 
gitare (ne sit arrogans quod affirmo) splendore 
virtutumque insignium serie, vetustis regibus 
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antistantem. Sed ubique mihi cordi est recta ra- 
tio, cui coalitus ab adulescentia prima, nihil 
umquam paenitendum admisi. Ideoque Arme- 
nian! recuperare cum Mesopotamia debeo, avo 
meo composita fraude praereptam. Illud apud 
nos numquam in acceptum feretur, quod asseri- 
tis vos exsultantes, nullo discrimine virtutis ac 
doli, prosperos omnes laudari debere bellorum 
eventus. 

"That my forefathers' empire reached as far as 
the river Strymon and the boundaries of Mace- 
donia even your own ancient records bear witness. 
These lands it is fitting that I should demand, 
since (and may what I say not seem arrogant) I 
surpass the kings of old in magnificence and ar- 
ray of conspicuous virtues. But at all times right 
reason is dear to me, and, trained in it from my 
earliest youth, I have never allowed myself to do 
anything which I had cause to repent. Thus, I am 
bound to recover Armenia and Mesopotamia, 
which through fabricated deceit was wrested 
from my grandfather." 

It is clear that in such circumstance much 
weight is given to a passage of Sabuhr's res ges- 
tae, in which King Sabuhr I recounts how he had 
settled Roman soldiers who had been made cap- 
tive during their encounters in Non-Iran [Ane- 
rdn), that is, outside of the boundaries of the 
empire, in Iran proper [Eransahr), in properties 
[dastgerd] that had belonged to the king's father, 
grandfathers, and predecessors: 

SKZ, Pth., 15-16 

ud mardohmag ce az Fromdydn sahr az Anarydn 
pad dwdr wast andar Arydnsahr andar Pars 
Pahlaw Xuzestdn Asurestan ud any sahr 6 sahr 
ku amah ud pidar ud niydgdn ud hasenagdn 
dastgerd bud 08 *nibast. 55 

"and the people who were from the Roman em- 
pire (We) led away from Aneran into Eransahr , 
(into) Persis, Parthia, Xuzestan, Asurestan, and 
other various places where We, (Our) father, (Our) 
grandfathers and (Our) ancestors had properties, 
(and) there (We) settled (them)." 

Now, whereas the Middle Iranian terms pid 
"father," niyag " grandfather! s)," seem to refer to 
Sabuhr's own father, Ardaxslr the pid, and to the 
early Sasanians, the niyag, there is no consensus 
among scholars as whom the ahenag/hasenag, 



"ancestor(s)" designates, 56 the Achaemenids or 
the epic Kayanids. 

It is therefore clear that much of the argumen- 
tative scaffolding here rests on the identification 
of the terms niyag and ahenag/hasenag. Both 
terms are found in other Sasanian inscriptions 
as well, notably, in the inscription of Narseh at 
Paikuli (NPi), but the occurrences have been con- 
sidered too fragmented to be worthy of atten- 
tion. 57 However, a more careful look may shed 
some light. 

Indeed, in the Paikuli inscription, the sequence 
pid ud niyag "father and ancestors" occurs fre- 
quently, wherein pid undoubtedly refers to the 
sovereign's father, in this case, Sabuhr I. But who 
is/are the niydg(s) 7 . 

In a further fragmented passage of the Paikuli, 
in the context of a message sent as response to 
Narseh by the nobles and grandees of the realm, 
it is stated that it was appropriate for him to 
assume the throne of Eran, for the gods have 
given rulership to his family, that is, the family 
of Sasan [tohm ce Sasanagan) and Ardaxslr, who 
is Narseh's grandfather [niyag): 

NPi, f7,06-fl3,06 

ku yad [yjazddn farrah ud sahr-xwaddyif o tohm 
ce Sasanagan dad [ud hawin baydn Ardaxsahr 
sahan] sah ke-tdn niyag bawedpad yazddn nam 
hamag sahr [. . .] kerd. 58, 

"(but) because (ever) since (?) the gods gave glory 
and rulership to the family of Sasan [and (ever 
since) His Majesty Ardaxslr?], King [of Kings?], 
who was your grandfather, in the name of the 
gods had made the whole realm . . ." 

The sequence hawin baydn Ardaxsahr sahan 
(sah) before ke-tdn niyag bowed is a conjecture 
proposed by P. O. Skjservo, but it is difficult to 
find an alternate restoration. 59 Indeed, the term 
sah is clearly attested after the name of the per- 
son whom the nobles and grandees reckoned to 
be Narseh's grandfather [niyag). Since the epon- 
ymous founder Sasan appears at the beginning of 
the passage as the family's primogenitor [tohm 
ce Sasanagan), he can not be identified with the 
niyag, thus leaving two further possible candi- 
dates to fill in the gap: Narseh's grandfather 
Ardaxsahr sahan sah and great-grandfather Pa- 
bag sah. By process of elimination, Pdbag sah has 
to be discarded, for, according to Sabuhr's res 
gestae, he did not carry the title sahan sah but 
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merely the title sdh. 60 Since the lacuna in Paikuli, 
however, is too large to have contained only the 
sequence Pdbag sdh, the reading Ardaxsahr sa- 
ltan sdh has to be given preference. 

Thus, here at least, Ardaxslr must be a niydg, 
but since the term is repeatedly used in plural, 
one must assume that it was attributed to other(s) 
as well. In the following, some attestations of the 
term niydg are collected, which may elucidate its 
usage and attribution: 

NPi, Bl,03-B3-4,04 

udka amd pad kerbagih [dhandemdn hist] he(nd) 
eg (a)z wispuhidn ud hargbed [ud wuzurgjdn [ud] 
dzdddn fre[s]tag o amd dmad ku sdhdn sdh pad 
kerbagih az Aimin oron o Eransahr ew wihezed 
ud farrah ud sahr ud xwes gd[h ud] padixsar i 
niyagan az yazddn pad[irift az] wad[gar i yazddn 
ud] mardom ew [dared]. 

"And when We graciously [admitted?] them, then 
the messengers from the Princes and the Hargbed 
and the Grandees and the Nobles came to Us 
(saying) that: 'May the king of kings graciously 
move from Armenia hither to Eransahr. And (as 
for) the glory and the realm and His Own throne 
and honour, which (His) ancestors received from 
the gods, may (He) [take them back from?] the 
evil[doers of/ against] gods and men.' " 

NPi, d3,04-E 18,01 

[6y gdh ke pidar ud] niyagan ke to abeniydbag 

[. . nisjast he [. . .]. 

"[that throne of your father and] ancestors 

which you in unfitting manner have sat 
[upon . . .]" 

NPi, G6,06-G13,06 

[eg pad xjwes gdh ud padix[sar I] pidar ud 

[niydjgdn ested ku [. . . Erdnjsahr tis gam 

rd[st . . .] (ud) askddar (Pth.) [had]. 

"[therefore (do now)] ascend Your throne and 

(receive) the honour(s) [of] (your) father and 

ancestors, so that [henceforth ... in Eran?]sahr 

things . . . [will be more?] righteousj?) [. . .] and 

higher." 

Sabuhr, Sagan sah, Ps. I, 9-1 1 
u-s wuzuig sddih kerd u-s yazddn kerdagdn 
framdd kerdan u-s [pjidar ud niyagan dfrin kerd 
u-s Sabuhr sdhdn sdh dfrin kerd u-s xwes dfrin 
kerd oy-iz dfrin kerd ke en man kerd. 
"And he (= Sabuhr Sagan sah) made a big celebra- 
tion, and he ordered services for the gods, and he 



prayed for his father and ancestors, for Sabuhr, 
King of Kings, for himself, also for the one who 
made this dwelling." 

As these passages bear witness, niydg, in most 
occurrences, is preceded by the term pid "fa- 
ther," and they are both overwhelmingly associ- 
ated with the insignia of sovereignty, e.g., gdh 
"throne," sahr "realm," padixsar "honour," and 
farrah "glory." 

In order to determine who the other niydg(s) 
are, apart from Ardaxslr, one must first examine 
the occurrences of the term ahenag/hasenag; 
aside from the aforementioned passage of Sabuhr's 
res gestae alluded to above, the term ahenagl 
hasenag occurs in three other passages in the 
Paikuli inscription, of which only one is rela- 
tively unequivocal: 

NPi, 35G6,01-32f6,02 

agar-in hasenag andar toh[m . . .] kerd ud *sdydd 

ahende, aSydn-iz az amah xwebeh [. . . pad pust 

ce] yazddn wehkdrif ce Arydnsahr. 

"if Our forebear in the family (?)[...] had made 

[. . .] and had ruled (?), then also We from Our 

own [. . . with the of ] the gods, the well-being of 

Eransahr." 

Here, ahenag/hasenag is used with the term 
tom/tohm "family, seed," which was seen above 
in tohm ce Sdsdnagdn "the family of Sasan." The 
fact that, on the one hand, the family's origin is 
attributed to Sasan and, on the other hand, the 
Paikuli inscription mentions a forebear in the 
family who is neither identical with Ardaxslr, 
the niydg, nor with Sabuhr I, the pid, it stands 
to reason to infer that ahenag/hasenag may refer 
to the family's founder Sasan himself. However, 
can it be ruled out with certainty that ahenagl 
hasenag did not designate other(s) as well, such 
as Pdbag sdh, or even Pabag's other (older?) son, 
who briefly ruled before the accession of his 
brother Ardaxslr I, namely, Sabuhr sdh 7 . 61 Now, 
recall that the terms ahenag/hasenag and niydg 
were both used in the plural in Sabuhr's res ges- 
tae, so that presumably other(s) responded to the 
appellation of ahenag/hasenag, aside from Sasan, 
and to that of niydg, aside from Ardaxslr. Fur- 
thermore, it has been established above that 
niydg and pid in the majority of their occurrences 
are linked with the paraphernalia of sovereignty, 
such as gdh "throne" [gdh ud padixsar i pidar ud 
niyagan). Thus, it is likely that the term niydg 
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referred to the first Sasanian rulers who assumed 
the regal throne in Persis, that is, apart from 
Ardaxslr, Sabuhr sah, and Pabag sah. 

Consequently, the ahenag/hasenag could des- 
ignate those members of the Sasanian family 
[tom/tohm] who ruled in Persis (as petty rulers?) 
prior to the rise of the Sasanians to royal dignity, 
such as the patronym Sasan, whose rank is at- 
tested by Sabuhr's res gestae as that of a xwaddy/ 
xwaddw "lord." Since Sasan is not explicitly 
mentioned in Sabuhr's inscription as Pabag's 
father, it is probable that the reason for his cita- 
tion at the top of the list of Sabuhr I's predeces- 
sors had less to do with him being the immediate 
precursor of Pabag sah than with him being the 
eponymous founder of the dynasty. 

Accordingly, ahenag/hasenag possibly referred 
to Sasan himself, as well as to those forgotten (or 
legendary?) Sasanian lords xwaddy /xwaddw 
who succeeded Sasan xwaddw prior to the rise of 
Pabag sah . In short, the terms niydg and ahenagl 
hasenag both probably referred to Sasanian im- 
mediate ancestors, but they distinguished be- 
tween those who held the royal dignity and those 
who did not. 

Hence, in the discourse of Narseh in NPi, pid, 
niydg, and ahenag/hasenag probably referred to 
Sabuhr I [pid], Ardaxslr plus Sabuhr sah plus 
Pabag sah [niydg], and Sasan [hasenag) respec- 
tively; and in the narrative of Sabuhr I in SKZ, to 
Ardaxslr [pid], Sabuhr sah plus Pabag sah [niydg], 
and Sasan plus the unknown xwaddy /xwaddw 
"lords" [ahenag/hasenag). 

Additional support for the use of niydg and 
ahenag/hasenag as designations of ancestors and 
forebears within a single dynasty is provided by 
parallels in the Old Persian epigraphy. The term 
niydg seems to correspond to both Old Persian 
(OP) niydka- "grandfather," from which it is de- 
rived, and OP apanaydka- "great(-great)-grand- 
father." In the Old Persian version of Darius I's 
inscription at Susa (DSf), niydka- refers to Da- 
rius' grandfather Arsames [Arsdma-]: 

DSf, 12-15 

vasnd A h uramazddha hay a ma [nd] pita Vistdspa 

utd Arsdma haya mand [nijydka avd ubd aji- 

vatam yadiy A h uramazdd mam xsdyaOiyam 

akunaus ahaydyd bumiyd 

"by the greatness of Ahuramazda my father Hys- 

taspes and my grandfather Arsames were both 

alive when Ahuramazda made me king over this 

earth." 



In a late inscription of Artaxerxes II (404- 
359; A 2 Sa), 62 composed on the occasion of the 
restoration of an ancestral palace, wherein the 
king provides a lengthy genealogy, it is possible 
to observe precisely the distribution of the 
terms niydka- [naydka-] and apanaydka- [< *apa- 
niydka-): 

A 2 Sa, 1-5 

ddtiy Artaxsagd XS vazgrka XS XSydndm XS 
DHyundm XS ahaydyd BUyd 

Ddrayavausahgyd XShayd puga 

Ddrayavausahgyd Artaxsag[d]hgyd puga 

Artaxsagdhgyd Xsaydrcahgyd XShayd puga 

Xsaydrcahgyd Ddrayavausahgyd XShgyd puga 

Ddrayavausahgyd Vistdspahgyd puga Haxdma- 
nasiya 

imam apaddna Ddrayavaus apanaydkama 
akunaus abayapara upa Artaxsagd nayakama 
aOava [vas]nd AM [Anahgjta utd MiOra adam 
nastdya apaddna imam akunaiy 

AM Anahgta utd MiOra md[m pdtu]v [hacd] 
vi[sp]d gastd utd imam taya akund ma ydtum 
ma kayadd vi[ndO]itu[v] 63 

"Says Artaxerxes the great king, king of kings, 
king of the countries, king of this earth, 

son of Darius the king, 

of Darius (who was) the son of Artaxerxes the 
king, 

of Artaxerxes (who was) the son of Xerxes the 
king, 

of Xerxes (who was) the son of Darius the king, 

of Darius (who was) the son of Hystaspes, an 
Achaemenid. 

This palace Darius my great-grandfather made, 
later, under Artaxerxes my grandfather, it 
burnt; by the greatness of Ahuramazda, Ana- 
hita, and Mithra I ordered this palace to be done. 

May Ahuramazda and Anahita and Mithra pro- 
tect me from all evil, as well as what I have 
done; let not the sorcerer, nor the astrologer 
destroyf?) (it)." 

Artaxerxes II mentions four kings who pre- 
ceded him: his father Darius II; his grandfather 
Artaxerxes I, the niydka- [naydka-]; his great- 
grandfather Xerxes; and his great-great-grand- 
father Darius I, the apanaydka-; conceivably 
Xerxes was also called apanaydka-, as probably 
all forebears beyond the third generation were. 
Particularly revealing in this inscription is the 
fact that the Achaemenids used the same term 
as the Sasanians to designate their ancestors, 
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but whereas the Achaemenids distinguished be- 
tween grandfather niydka and great(-great)-grand- 
father(s) apanayaka-, the Sasanians used the 
same term [niydg] to designate both, and whereas 
the Sasanians called their eponymous forebear 
ahenag/hasenag, the Achaemenids called theirs 
merely by name: Haxdmanis. In spite of these 
differences, the fact remains that niydg corre- 
sponded to both niydka- and apanayaka-, but 
ahenag/hasenag always to apanayaka-. 

A teitium comparationis is provided by the 
recently published Rabatak inscription of the 
Kusan king Kaniska that dates to the first half of 
the second century 64 

Therein, Kaniska mentions his immediate 
forebears, that is, his father, the mSa; his grand- 
father, the viayo (< niydka-); and his great-grand- 
father, the cppo-viayo (< *fia-niydka-): 65 

Rabatak Inscription 12-14 

rp.a (ppojiaSo a(3ei(ioavo paovavo Kip8i a|3o ko^ou^o 

Ka5cpiao pao a(3o i (ppoviayo (o)5o a(|3o o)orpo (x)aKioo 

pao a(|3)[o] i via(Y)o 080 a(5o oor|(io KaScpioo pao a(5o (1) 

mSa 080 a(3o 1 Yo|3ao a|3o Kavr|pKo pao. 

"he gave orders to make (them) for these kings: 

for King Kujula Kadphises (his) great-grandfather , 

and for King Vima Taktu (his) grandfather , and 

for King Vima Kadphises (his) father; and also for 

himself, King Kanishka." 

The Bactrian terms for grand- and great-grand- 
father, which had not been attested before in Bac- 
trian, 66 show a distribution similar to the other 
two epigraphic corpora: whereas the viayo refers 
to the grandfather, the (ppoviayo alludes to the 
forebear in the third generation, but still within 
the very same dynasty 

Intriguingly, as shown persuasively by Joe 
Cribb, 67 King Kujula Kadphises (pao ko^ouXo 
Ka5cpiao), the (ppoviayo "great-grandfather," who 
in the context of the Rabatak inscription is pre- 
sented as the father of King Vima Taktu (pao 
oorpo xaKxoo), the viayo "grandfather," seems to 
have been referred to with the mere eponym 
Kusan in several inscriptions. 68 Indeed, Vima 
Taktu is called Kusdnaputio, "son of Kusan," 69 
notably, in the inscription of Vima on the sculp- 
ture of Mat, which is Vima's inscription placed 
between the feet of a seated giant royal figure, 
near the village of Mat. 70 Thus, what the Bac- 
trian evidence and the Sasanian epigraphy have 



in common is the mention of their respective 
eponymous dynastic founders — Kusan here, and 
Sdsdn there — as forebears, that is, (ppoviayo, and 
ahenag/hasenag. 

We may conclude that not only the Sasanian 
evidence but also the comparison with other epi- 
graphic corpora do not support the notion that 
the term ahenag/hasenag may have ever alluded 
to an historical dynasty other than the Sasanians, 
such as the Achaemenids, or to any epic prede- 
cessors such as the Kayanids but, in concert with 
the semantic field of the terms apanayaka- and 
(ppoviayo, always to the immediate ancestors 
within the same dynasty, from the third genera- 
tion past, up to and including the eponymous an- 
cestor but never farther than that. 

Thus, nothing in the Sasanian inscriptions 
supports the view that ahenag/hasenag referred 
to the Achaemenids or the Kayanids. Still an- 
other point makes the equation of ahenagl 
hasenag with the Achaemenids unlikely. If, as 
Gnoli seems to suggest, Sabuhr I referred to the 
Achaemenids in his les gestae in order to sustain 
the legitimacy of his claims over newly con- 
quered territories, then one would expect the 
term ahenag/hasenag, if a reference to the 
Achaemenids, to be used in conjunction with 
Aneidn. The reference to the Achaemenids is 
only useful as an ideological rationale for de- 
manding the restoration of formerly Achaemenid 
territories that were either not under Sasanian 
dominion or contested by the Romans, both of 
which were classified as Aneidn. Sabuhr I, how- 
ever, when describing the re-settlement of Ro- 
man prisoners of war, clearly indicates that they 
were carried from Non-Iran [Aneidn), where they 
were taken captive, into possessions [dastgeid] 
held by Sabuhr's father [pid], ancestors [niydg), 
and forebears [ahenag/hasenag] in Iran proper 
[Eidnsahi): maidohmag ce az Fiomdydn sahi az 
Anaiydn pad dwdi wast andai Aiydnsahi . . . ku 
amah ud pidai ud niydgdn ud hasenagdn dast- 
geid bud 08 *nibdst "and the people who were 
from the Roman empire, (We) led away irova. Ane- 
idn into Eidnsahi . . . where We, (Our) father, 
(Our) ancestors and (Our) forebears had posses- 
sions, there (We) settled (them)." There is clearly 
no merit in the Sasanians referring to their re- 
mote ancestors, the Achaemenids, to justify their 
ancestral rights over territories that already be- 
longed to them, a fact not even the Romans dis- 
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puted. 71 We must, therefore, conclude that the 
term ahenag/hasenag did not refer to the Achae- 
menids but probably to the first member(s) of the 
Sasanian dynasty who held estates in some of the 
territories which under Ardaxslr's rule were to 
constitute Erdnsahr. 



4. The imitatio 

Thus, if indeed the Iranian evidence does not 
corroborate the tenor of our classical sources, 
ought we then to infer that their reports on 
Achaemenid reminiscences were all but an in- 
teipietatio lomana 7 . The addition of yet an- 
other account, namely Tacitus' relation regarding 
the territorial claims of the Arsacid king Arda- 
wan II, whose narrative structure closely resem- 
bles the later reports of Dio and Ammianus, may 
strongly suggest that we are dealing with mere 
literary topoi, as far as the Achaemenid claims of 
Sasanian kings are concerned: 

Tacitus, Annales 6.31 

simul veteres Persorum ac Macedonum terminos 
seque invasurum possessa primum Cyro et post 
Alexandro per vaniloquentiam ac minas iaciebat 
"at the same time he [Artabanos] threw vain talk 
and menaces with respect to the old boundaries 
of the Persians and the Macedonians, and that he 
will seize what was held first by Cyrus and after- 
wards by Alexander." 

Cassius Dio 80.3.4 

iced amik&v dvaKxr)aeo8ou. Jidvxa ocx; Kai 7ipoaf|Kovxd 

oi sk Jtpoyovov oca rcoxe oi Jtd^ai ITepaai iisypi xfjc; 

'E^TiviKfjc; 8aA,daar|c; sayov 

"... he (was) menacing to recover all that the 

ancient Persians had once held as far as the Greek 

Sea , on the grounds that all this belonged to him 

through his ancestors." 

Ammianus Marcellinus 17.5.5 

ad usque Strymona flumen et Macedonicos fines 

tenuisse maiores imperium meos antiquitates 

quoque vestrae testantur haec me convenit 

flagitare . . . splendore virtutumque insignium 

serie vetustis regibus antistantem 

"that my forefathers' empire reached as far as the 

river Strymon and the boundaries of Macedonia 



even your own ancient records bear witness; 
these lands it is fitting that I should demand, 
since ... I surpass the kings of old in magnifi- 
cence and array of conspicuous virtues." 

In this well-known passage, 72 Tacitus reports 
that, following the death of the Armenian king 
in 35 c.e., Ardawan II placed his son Arsak [Aisa- 
ces) on the vacant throne of Armenia, confident 
that Tiberius, the Roman Caesar, would not in- 
terfere in the Armenian affairs because of his 
advanced age. It is noteworthy that Tacitus de- 
rives Ardawan II's territorial claim from both 
the Achaemenid and Macedonian empires, whose 
founders, Cyrus and Alexander, are explicitly 
mentioned. 

In contrast, Dio and Ammianus refer solely to 
the Achaemenid empire, describing its confines 
as the Greek Sea ( (isypi xfjc; 'E^iiviKfjc; QaXaoor\c, ) 
and the boundaries of Macedonia [Macedonicos 
fines). The fundamental difference between the 
three accounts lies in the fact that in Tacitus' ac- 
count, the Arsacid, Ardawan II, legitimizes his 
claim to disputed Roman territories by indis- 
criminately associating himself with Alexander 
and the Macedonians, that is, the Seleucids, Alex- 
ander's heirs in Iran, as well as with Cyrus and 
the Achaemenids, the representatives of "Iran- 
ism" proper. 73 In contrast, in the relations of Dio, 
Herodian, and Ammianus about Ardaxslr I and 
Sabuhr II, the short-lived Macedonian and the 
following Seleucid empires are not mentioned. 

The embrace of Alexander and the Seleucids by 
the Parthians in Tacitus' account (and the simi- 
larities it exhibits with the reports of Dio and 
Ammianus) may be regarded as a token of the re- 
port's fictitious nature, for, as the evidence of the 
Middle Persian Zoroastrian writings in which 
Alexander is vilified 74 clearly shows, no Sasa- 
nian sovereign would have associated himself 
with Alexander. 75 However, quite to the contrary, 
there is good reason to believe that the Arsa- 
cids, unlike the Sasanians, consciously associated 
themselves with the Hellenistic world, 76 as, hav- 
ing put an end to its political reality, they also 
inherited its colons and cities, whose allegiance 
they sought. Other accounts, notably, by Strabo 77 
and Syncellus, 78 attest to the Arsacids' binary 
referral to both the Achaemenid and Hellenistic 
past. 79 What is more, a direct precedence for this 
dual referral may also be observed in the political 
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ideology of the Greco-Iranian Pontic king, Mith- 
ridates Eupator, 80 whose tenets, crafted during 
the long struggle he led against Rome in the first 
half of the first century b.c.e., may have inspired 
the Arsacid policy as well: 

Justin 38.7.1 

se autem seu nobilitate illis conpaietui clari- 
orem ilia conluvie convenaium esse qui pater- 
nos maiores suos a Cyro Darioque conditoribus 
Persici regni maternos a magno Alexandra ac 
Nicatore Seleuco conditoribus imperii mace- 
donici referat . . . 

"as to him [Mithridates], if he were to compare 
his nobility with them [the Romans], he is more 
illustrious than that rabble that has come to- 
gether [from everywhere], he, who traces back his 
ancestors on his father's side to Cyrus and Da- 
rius, the founders of the Persian empire, and on 
his mother's side, to Alexander the Great and 
Seleukos Nicator, the founders of the Mace- 
donian empire . . ." 

Consequently, the presence of Alexander in the 
account of Tacitus, but also his absence from 
those of Dio and Ammianus, may indicate that 
there is more to the notion of Achaemenid 
claims than mere literary topoi. 

The Alexander reception in Rome provides 
some clues as to the veracity of the Achaemenid 
reminiscences among the Sasanians. We first can 
observe an Alexander emulation, or imitatio Al- 
exandii, among the powerful triumviri of the late 
res publica, namely, Pompeius, Caesar, and Cras- 
sus, 81 an imitatio that follows upon Roman ex- 
pansion into Asia Minor and Mesopotamia in the 
aftermath of the Seleucid polity's demise in Syria 
and Rome's encounter with the Arsacid realm. 

When Augustus initiated a new eastern policy 
by renouncing the aggressive stance of his prede- 
cessors, it led to the treaty of 20 b.c.e. between 
Rome and the Arsacid empire, in which the Eu- 
phrates was recognized as the border between the 
two empires. 82 The ideological foundation for 
this renunciation rested on the definition of the 
Arsacid realm as an alter orbis, a degenerate par- 
allel world, whose conquest was undesirable for 
Rome. 83 The Augustan conception of the divisio 
orbis, 84 or the division of the world, was funda- 
mentally at odds with the imitatio Alexandri 
and its inevitable call for eastern conquest. 85 But 
despite the long-lasting effects of the Augustan 



policy, the powerful Alexander image continued 
to serve in the Principate and the Dominate as 
the ideological underpinning of large-scale offen- 
sives launched against the Arsacid and Sasanian 
empires. 

Certainly Trajan, 86 furthermore Caracalla and 
Alexander Severus among the Syrian Severan 
augusti 87 and Julian in the Constantinian dy- 
nasty, 88 are very much associated with the phe- 
nomenon of the imitatio Alexandri. Now, one 
may wonder what bearing the Alexander emula- 
tion had on the Achaemenid reminiscences in 
Iran, even if it were merely to provide a literary 
or ideological justification for Roman political 
actions. Here, one should recall that in order to 
complete the cycle of the imitatio, one is forced 
also to resuscitate Alexander's former foes. All 
this leads one to ask whether Achaemenid rem- 
iniscences ascribed to the Sasanians by the clas- 
sical authors are not a reflection of Roman 
ideological manipulations, rather than the im- 
print of a bygone reality. Indeed, one may believe 
that while propagating the image of a Roman em- 
peror as a novus Alexander, Roman propaganda 
also resurrected the image of Alexander's for- 
mer formidable adversaries, the Achaemenids, in 
order to complete the cycle of the imitatio. 89 
Hence, the portrayal of the Sasanians as heirs 
to the Achaemenids could have existed only as 
an intrinsic part of the Roman imitatio, which 
sought not only to prove the historical continu- 
ity of the Greco-Roman world by vindicating 
Alexander's legacy but also to bestow a similar 
perception of permanence upon the history of 
Iran by depicting the Sasanians as cognizant heirs 
of the Achaemenids. This projection of continu- 
ity onto the history of Iran was not purposeless; 
inasmuch as one side of the imitatio was about 
the exaltation of the Roman emperor by equat- 
ing him with Alexander, the other side was about 
the debasement of the adversary by associating 
him with the vanquished Achaemenids. 

It is telling that our two most trusted sources 
reporting on the Sasanians' Achaemenid claims, 
Dio and Ammanius, were composed in the im- 
mediate aftermath of periods of intense Alexan- 
drophilia (at least in literary circles) in Rome, 
and both authors were in the close entourage 
of emperors of whom the imitiatio is reported, 
namely Alexander Severus and Julian. Thus, one 
may surmise that the claims by Ardaxslr and 
Sabuhr II to former Achaemenid territories were 
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in fact Roman constructs owing to the exigencies 
of the imitatio. 

However, before one may safely embrace this 
conclusion, Sabuhr II 's letter to Constantius II 
should be considered again. Indeed, various ele- 
ments in the letter ascribed to Sabuhr II seem to 
reflect an Iranian tradition, for they represent 
some similarities with expressions encountered 
in royal Iranian inscriptions, 90 similarities, which 
if substantiated, could confer some measure of 
authenticity to Ammianus' report. 91 



5. Once More Sabuhr IFs Letter 

Looking at the similarities Amminaus' letter 
exhibits with royal Iranian inscriptions, one 
may observe that Sabuhr IFs description of his 
personal virtues can be compared with King 
Darius Fs self-portrayal in his inscription at 
Naqs-e Rostam (DNb). 92 

Sabuhr IFs alleged confession that right reason 
[recta ratio) is dear to him coincides remarkably 
with Darius' statement that he strives only for 
what is right [toy a rastam). Also, when, accord- 
ing to Ammianus, Sabuhr II states that he has 
never committed an act he had reason to regret 
[nihil umquam paenitendum admisi), he clearly 
means he is very much in control of himself and 
hence possesses supreme confidence in his ac- 
tions, which recalls Darius' assertion that he is 
in full control of himself by virtue of his men- 
tal force [manahd h uvaipaisiyahayd xsayamna 
a h miy): 

sed ubique mihi cordi est recta ratio 93 cui coali- 
tus ab adulescentia prima nihil umquam paen- 
itendum admisi 

"but at all times right (straight) reason is dear to 
me, and trained in it from my earliest youth, I 
have never allowed myself to do anything which 
I had cause to repent." 

DNb, 11-12, 13-15 

taya (rd)stam ova mam kdma . . . 

[yac](i)-maiy [pfartanayd bavatiy darsam 

dd(r)aydmiy (ma)na[h]d h uvaipai[s]iyahayd 

darsahn] xsayamna a h miy 

"what is right (straight) is my desire . . ." 

"whatever happens to me in a fight, I hold on, by 

dint of (my) mind I am strongly in control of 

myself." 



Another striking similarity is between the 
reasons asserted by Sabuhr I before launching 
his second campaign and those advanced by 
Sabuhr II to justify his demands over Armenia 
and Mesopotamia, which, according to Ammi- 
anus, Sabuhr II claimed were wrested from his 
grandfather [avus]. 94 Sabuhr Fs denunciation of 
the Roman Caesar as deceitful, that is, given to 
deceit (Pth. dro //MP. dro) with respect to the 
Armenian question is indeed comparable to the 
wrong of which Sabuhr II accuses the Romans in 
his claim over Armenia and Mesopotamia: he 
blames them of having seized these territories 
through deceit [fraus): 

SKZ, Pth., 4-5 

ud Kesar bid druxt (drozad) 6 Armin winds kerd 

[ud amah] abar Fromdydn sahr wihist ahem 
"and the Caesar lied again, he did wrong to Ar- 
menia, and We moved into the Roman empire." 

Ideoque Armeniam recuperate cum Meso- 
potamia debeo avo meo composita fraud e 
praereptam 

"thus, I am bound to recover Armenia and 
Mesopotamia, which through fabricated deceit 
was wrested from my grandfather." 

The accusation of deceit is followed by a fun- 
damental distinction between the concept of good 
and evil among Romans and Persians. More spe- 
cifically, Romans are denounced for their approval 
of all successful outcomes of war without distin- 
guishing rectitude from deceit [nullo discrimine 
virtutis ac doli), that is, without any concern 
for the cause of the war, whether it arose from 
an evil act or not. Thus, Sabuhr II seems to 
blame the Romans for not making a distinction — 
inherent in his own moral conceptions — between 
good, rendered by virtus, and evil, expressed by 
dolus, a deficiency that would never find accep- 
tance among his Persians [illud apud nos num- 
quam acceptum feretur). 95 

The well-known distinction between good and 
evil, which dominates Iranian moral concep- 
tions, is also reflected in Dareios' inscription at 
Naqs-e Rostam, with which we may compare 
Sabuhr IFs allegation: 

Illud apud nos numquam in acceptum feretur 
quod asseritis vos exsultantes nullo discrimine 
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virtutis ac doli piosperos omnes laudari debere 
belloium eventus 

"That (view) shall never be brought to accep- 
tance among us which you exultantly maintain, 
that without distinction between virtue and de- 
ceit all successful outcomes of war should be 
praised." 

DNb, 6-8 

av(d)karam a h miy taya rastam dau[st]a a h miy 

miOa na[i]y daustd a h miy. 

"I am thus made that I am friend to right and not 

friend to wrong." 

Although there is good reason to believe that 
the letter attributed to Sabuhr II is partly based 
upon genuine Iranian material, there is also good 
reason to believe that the limits allegedly vindi- 
cated by Sabuhr II, i.e., the river Strymon and the 
boundaries of Macedonia [ad usque Strymona 
flumen et Macedonicos fines), are merely literary 
fabrication. 96 The only territories that Sabuhr II 
revendicates from Rome in his letter to Constan- 
tius are Mesopotamia and Armenia, which are 
the territories lost by his grandfather Narseh, a 
fact that is further corroborated by Constantius' 
response to Sabuhr II: Mesopotamiam poscis ut 
tuam peiindeque Armeniam "you request Meso- 
potamia as your own, just as Armenia," without 
any reference to the river Strymon and the bound- 
aries of Macedonia. 97 

Another, albeit hypothetical, possibility is as- 
suming that while the link between the Achae- 
menids and the Sasanians was forged in order to 
complete the cycle of the imitatio, by the time of 
Sabuhr II's reign the Persians may have learned to 
assimilate this originally Roman rationale of 
their own deeds and begun to use it against Rome 
to their own advantage. The military successes 
of Sabuhr II and his victories over the Romans, 
especially under Julian, may have strengthened 
the idea that the Persians were heirs to the 
Achaemenids but not in the sense the imitatio 
would have required, namely as a new, worthy 
Oriental adversary to be conquered by a new 
Alexander, but such as Xerxes demanding the 
submission of Athens, as an Oriental aggressor 
reclaiming that which was his. 98 

In that sense the parallels between Sabuhr II's 
letter and Iranian inscriptions could have an 
alternate meaning, and may indicate the awak- 



ening of the Sasanians to their past, by dint of 
Roman propaganda. 
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